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displayed this cartoon that was the 
topic of discussion at yesterday’s Judi-
ciary Committee hearing on the su-
preme court justice of California, Jan-
ice Rogers Brown. 

She had a hearing yesterday before 
the committee and was greeted with 
this cartoon that was displayed on a 
Web site. The Web site of 
blackcommentator.com. The cartoon 
has President Bush and Justice Rogers 
Brown walking into a room and the 
President is saying: 

Welcome to the Federal bench, Ms. Clar-
ence—I mean Ms. Rogers Brown, you’ll fit 
right in. 

And then in the background are Jus-
tice Thomas, Colin Powell, and 
Condoleeza Rice. The bottom says: 

News item: Bush nominates Clarence-like 
conservative to the bench. 

On the Web site, it says: 
This cartoon can be found in the following 

commentary: A female Clarence Thomas for 
the DC Federal Court? A statement by Peo-
ple for the American Way and the NAACP. 

I don’t know from this Web site and 
I don’t know from any other com-
mentary I have seen what the relation-
ship between this cartoon is and the 
People for the American Way and the 
NAACP, but I think it behooves both of 
those organizations to clarify their po-
sition on this cartoon which can be 
found in the following commentary by 
these two organizations. 

The stereotyping that goes on in this 
cartoon and the blatant racism that is 
displayed is overwhelming. To look at 
the depiction of Justice Brown, the pic-
ture speaks for itself. 

Let me show you a picture of what 
Justice Brown looks like. I would sug-
gest the cartoon does not at all com-
port with what Justice Brown looks 
like. It is a purely slanderous depic-
tion, stereotyping at its worst. That is 
the tone and substance of the debate 
we have now degraded ourselves into as 
a result of the obstructionism that is 
occurring for extreme political pur-
poses in the Senate. 

Justice Brown was asked about this 
at her hearing yesterday. I quote what 
she said: 

The first thing that happened was I talked 
to my judicial assistant yesterday. Her voice 
sounded very strange, and I said to her, 
‘‘What’s wrong? What’s happening?’’ 

And I realized she sounded strange, be-
cause she was choking back tears. When I 
asked her what was wrong, she really started 
to cry. She’s a very composed, very calm 
woman. And she started to cry. 

And she said, ‘‘Oh judge, these horrible 
things—you haven’t seen what they’ve 
done.’’ 

I, of course, was not there to comfort her. 
I’ve been here meeting with anybody who 
would meet with me. 

But while I’ve been having those meetings, 
people have said to me: ‘‘Well, you know, it’s 
not personal, it’s just politics, it’s not per-
sonal.’’ 

And I just want to say to you that it is per-
sonal, it’s very personal—to the nominees, 
and to the people who care about them. 

She speaks not only for herself but 
she speaks to the hatchet job being 
done on Attorney General Pryor, being 

done to Judge Pickering, that was done 
to Miguel Estrada, is in the process of 
being done to Carolyn Kuhl and God 
knows how many more nominees who 
are being slandered and dragged 
through the mud, people of stellar rep-
utations, a supreme court justice in 
California, reelected with 76 percent of 
the vote, a stellar educational record, 
and she is being treated in such a de-
meaning and degrading fashion. 

We had the attorney general of the 
State of Alabama who was questioned 
on his deeply held beliefs because he 
happens to be a conservative Catholic. 
Where are we going, folks? What are we 
turning this process into, that we will 
demean and degrade and tear down peo-
ple for some extreme ideological agen-
da who have served this country, 
served their States, served their com-
munities? 

This is wrong. We should stop this. 
If we don’t stop it, it will go on and 

it will expand and grow like a cancer. 
That side is doing it now. If they keep 
it up, one day we may be doing it to 
them because, of course, we have to get 
them back for what they did to us. 
This is wrong. It has never been done 
before. 

Stop this insanity of degrading peo-
ple, of coarsening the debate, of cre-
ating a chilling effect on those who 
would like to be Federal judges. It is 
wrong and it must stop now. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada is recognized. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, my un-

derstanding is that on the Democratic 
side we have 41⁄2 minutes remaining; is 
that right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
right. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I say to 
my friend from Pennsylvania, I don’t 
understand what he is talking about, 
‘‘the degradation.’’ That may be some-
thing I am not aware of relative to ju-
dicial nominees. 

I don’t know the exact count, but I 
do know that during this President’s 
tenure of office we have approved 174 
judges or thereabout. We have only had 
problems with three of them. It seems 
to me that is a pretty good record. 

We have worked hard to approve the 
President’s judges. They have not all 
been people we would have selected if 
we had a Democratic President. But we 
have a Republican President; we have 
recognized that he has the ability to 
choose those nominees he believes are 
appropriate. As a result of that, we 
have given him nearly carte blanche to 
send us judges. Three have not been ap-
proved. 

So the record of 173 sounds like a 
pretty good record. I hope we will let 
the certainty of the process go forward. 
It seems to me it is a pretty good proc-
ess that has worked for more than 200 
years. President Bush is getting vir-
tually every one of his nominees. I 
don’t think it would be a good system 
if we simply said you can have whoever 
you want. We have a duty to advise and 

consent the President on his nomina-
tions. 

I yield the time left under the Demo-
crat control to the Senator from New 
Mexico, Mr. BINGAMAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico is recognized. 

f 

HEALTHY FORESTS 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Madam President, 

in response to the comments the Sen-
ator from Idaho made earlier this 
morning on the Healthy Forests legis-
lation, the history of that legislation is 
that the bill did get referred to the Ag-
riculture Committee. I thought that 
was a mistake, since the Energy and 
Natural Resources Committee has al-
ways had primary jurisdiction over 
most of the issues dealt with in that 
bill. But a bill was reported out of that 
committee. 

Following that, a group of Senators— 
the Senator from Idaho included—got 
together on a bipartisan basis to de-
velop their own alternative, or their 
own proposal. That is what is intended 
to be brought to the Senate floor. My 
staff, the staff of the Democratic side 
of the Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee, was not included in those 
negotiations. I complained about that. 
They were told they could observe but 
not participate in a meaningful way. 
They did that to some extent. 

I believe it is important that we have 
a full opportunity for amendment to 
this bill. I do not object to the bill 
coming up. I do not object to us pro-
ceeding with an agreement to limit 
what we do to the amendments related 
to that bill. I think that would be an 
appropriate way to proceed. It is an im-
portant issue. We ought to deal with it 
before Congress adjourns this fall. 

I will have several amendments. I 
think there are problems with the bill 
as I understand it. I also have a great 
many questions I would like to have 
answers to about the meaning of some 
of the language in the bill. Those are 
legitimate issues. I believe we can have 
a full and fair debate and a full and fair 
opportunity for Senators to offer 
amendments. 

I know the assistant Democratic 
leader, Senator REID, did suggest we 
proceed to bring the bill up. There 
would be no objection to that. Cer-
tainly, I think that would be an appro-
priate way to proceed. With that, I ap-
preciate the chance to explain my own 
point of view and position. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

COSPONSORSHIP—S. 877 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I re-

quest unanimous consent to add the 
Senator from Illinois, Mr. FITZGERALD, 
as a cosponsor of S. 877, the CAN SPAM 
Act of 2003. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada is recognized. 
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